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failure of all peace proposals. The Austrian Red Book evi-
dently had suppressed a large number of essential docu-
ments. By persons outside Austria and Germany, therefore,
it was generally thought to be as unreliable and self-
incriminatory as the German White Book itself.
As the life and death struggle of the nations went on
from month to month and became ever more grim and
bitter, war hatred, national prejudice, and poisonous propa-
ganda wrought such devastating results that few persons
cared, or were able, to study carefully and critically even
such documentary evidence as was now at hand. Leading
officials in all countries had made war speeches asserting
the innocence of their own acts, and throwing the responsi-
bility upon the enemy. The result was that, at the close
of the War, a "Commission on the Responsibility of the
Authois of the War," presided over by Mr. Lansing, sol-
emnly reported to the Peace Conference:
The War was premeditated'by the Central Powers to-
gether with their allies, Turkey and Bulgaria, and was the
result of acts deliberately committed in order to make it
unavoidable. Germany, in agreement with Austria-Hungary,
deliberately worked to defeat all the many concili^ry
proposals made by the Entente Powers.
In the deliberations of this Commission, as one of its
members, Mr. J. B. Scott, tardily recognized five years later,
"Unfortunately no Germans were allowed to take part." A
German delegation, to be sure, was officially allowed to
present a German White Book Concerning the Responsi-
bility of the Authors of the War? drawn up by Professor
Hans Delbriick, the well-known historian, Professor Men-
delssohn-Bartholdy, Count Montgelas, and Dr. Max Weber.
f Deutschland schuldig? Deutsches Weissbitch uber die Verantwort-
lich'keit der Vrheber de$ Krieges, Berlin, 1919. (Eng. trans, published by
the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace. 1924).

